The subject of lunacy certainly yearly challenges increased consideration, and indeed assumes the dignity of a state question of no mean proportions.
Whatever be the explanation, the [July, former part of this paper, whilst others will on reflexion occur to the mind of the reader.
The question, therefore, remains unsolved, to what cause the discrepant ratio in various counties is due. The first thought in explanation that arises is, whether a direct relation exists between the amount of pauperism and the extent of lunacy. That insanity pauperises, and that the ratio of lunatics chargeable as paupers very far surpasses that of the prevalence of insanity in the population at large, has been already sufficiently insisted on; but we wish now to examine the ratio of'pauperism in certain counties, and the relations obtaining between such pauperism and the "diffusion of insanity therein, noting at the same time the principal characters of those counties in connexion with the occupation of the inhabitants. The following 
